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The  dramatic  gains  achieved  in 
broiler  production  efficiency  over 
the  past  14  years  are  illustrated 
by  data  from  the  Maine  Broiler 
Performance  Test.  Since  1950  the 
time  required  to  raise  a  live  broiler 
to  3  1/2  pounds  under  ideal  test 
conditions  has  dropped  from  11  to 
7  weeks.  Feed  needed  per  pound  of 
gain  has  been  reduced  from  3-1/3 
pounds  to  2  pounds.  Results  are  not 
nearly  this  good  under  average  com- 
mercial conditions,  but  the  data  do 
provide  a  good  index  to  industry- 
wide trends.  Spectacular  advances  in 
nutrition,  breeding,  and  diseasecon- 
trol  made  this  progress  possiDlr. 
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SUMMARY 

January-June  I96U  egg  production  totaled  92  million  cases  compared  with 
90  million  in  the  same  months  last  year.    Most  of  the  increase  occurred  in  the 
first  quarter,  largely  as  a  result  of  a  higher  rate  of  lay.    Monthly  production 
is  likely  to  exceed  year-earlier  volumes  at  least  through  mid-1965  because  of 
a  larger  and  more  productive  laying  flock. 

Average  size  of  the  Nation's  laying  flock  in  June  was  up  1  percent  from 
a  year  earlier.    A  January-June  egg-type  chick  hatch  as  large  as  last  year's  is 
expected  to  keep  the  flock  larger  in  coming  months.    As  a  result  of  stepped-up 
growth  of  large  egg  operations,  a  sizeable  increase  in  the  July-December  hatch 
is  expected  so  that  the  number  of  layers  on  farms  early  next  year  could  be  up 
even  more. 

U.  S.  farm  prices  for  eggs  in  mid-June  averaged  30.5  cents  a  dozen  com- 
pared with  29.9  cents  both  a  month  and  a  year  earlier.     The  January-June  average 
was  33.1  cents,  down  0.9  cent  from  the  1963  level.    Despite  recent  strength, 
prices — in  response  to  added  production — are  not  likely  to  rise  as  much  season- 
ally the  second  half  as  they  did  last  year.     Therefore,  the  September-December 
average  will  probably  not  reach  the  36. 0  cents  per  dozen  average  of  a  year 
earlier. 
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Broiler  price  quotations  at  the  farm  in  major  southern-producing  areas 
advanced  to  lU-g-  cents  per  pound  in  the  second  week  in  July  from  12  cents  in 
mid-June.    However,  prices  weakened  around  mid-month  and  on  July  18  prices  had 
fallen  back  to  13^  cents,  same  as  a  year  earlier.    The  price  improvement  followed 
a  cutback  in  broiler  slaughter  close  to  the  I963  level  in  late  June  and  early 
July. 

The  recently  improved  broiler  prices  are  already  stimulating  an  increase 
in  the  chick  hatch  that  will  go  into  fourth  quarter  broiler  production.    In  the 
3  weeks  ended  July  18,  egg  settings  for  broiler  production  in  22  States  ran  h 
percent  above  comparable  1963  weeks.    If  such  increases  persist,  fourth  quarter 
prices  probably  will  dip  below  the  year-earlier  period.    Prices  the  rest  of  the 
third  quarter,  now  a  third  gone,  likely  will  continue  as  high  or  higher  than 
they  did  in  third  quarter  1963.    Price  competition  from  beef  and  turkey  may  be 
more  intense  in  the  fourth  quarter  than  in  the  third,  relative  to  a  year  ago. 

January-June  1965  price  prospects  for  broilers  are  favorable  because  the 
number  of  layers  producing  broiler  hatching  eggs  is  being  adjusted  downward. 
This  will  considerably  reduce  pressure  for  large  broiler  production  in  late  1964 
and  in  the  first  half  of  1965.    In  April-May,  leading  breeders  of  broiler  parent 
stock  reported  sharp  cutbacks  in  the  number  of  pullet  chicks  placed.    By  October- 
November,  when  these  pullet  chicks  reach  laying  age,  the  indicated  size  of  the 
Nation's  broiler  hatchery  supply  flock  will  likely  be  down  about  8  percent  from 
last  fall.    This  does  not  necessarily  mean  broiler  production  will  be  automati- 
cally cut  behind  a  year  earlier.    It  does  indicate  that  the  industry  will  be 
better  able  to  reduce  output  in  response  to  unprofitable  current  or  expected 
prices.    Thus,  the  reduced  flock  size  strongly  suggests  that  U.  S.  farm  broiler 
prices  over  the  next  12  months  will  average  somewhat  above  the  Ik  cents  per 
pound  in  the  fiscal  year  just  ended. 

The  I96U  turkey  crop  is  expected  to  be  5  percent  larger  than  the  93.4 
million  birds  raised  last  year.    Turkey  meat  production  may  be  up  2  to  3  per- 
cent more  than  this  because  growers  are  likely  to  carry  birds  to  heavier  weights. 
However,  demand  is  expected  to  be  significantly  stronger  this  year  than  last. 
It  is  likely  to  partly  offset  the  larger  turkey  supplies  and  lead  to  prices  in 
the  main  marketing  season,  September-December,  not  as  far  below  the  22.6  cents 
per  pound  in  these  months  of  1963  as  might  ordinarily    be  expected.     In  June 
the  U.  S.  farm  turkey  price  averaged  20.9  cents  compared  with  the  average  of 
21.4  cents  in  the  first  6  months  of  the  year  and  21.7  cents  in  June  1963 . 

Total  use  of  turkey  (domestic  disappearance  and  exports)  in  the  first 
half  of  1964  appears  to  have  exceeded  the  year-earlier  volume  by  about  7  percent 
or  20  million  pounds.    More  than  half  of  the  increase  may  have  represented 
turkey  used  in  convenience  foods.    Cold  storage  holdings  of  turkey  on  July  1 
totaled  88  million  pounds,  compared  with  89  million  pounds  on  the  same  date  in 
1963.    Stocks,  now  near  their  seasonal  low,  are  likely  to  buildup  more  rapidly 
than  in  1963  because  of  the  larger  crop  this  year.    Peak  holdings  on  November  1 
will  be  higher  than  the  36l  million  pounds  in  1963  and  will  probably  exceed  the 
record  382  million  pounds  in  I96I. 
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SITUATION  AND  OUTLOOK 

Egg  Output  Next  12  Months  Expected 
Higher  Than  Year  Earlier 

The  Nation's  laying  flock  in  June  was  1  percent  larger  than  in  June  1963 — 
after  about  equalling  year-earlier  levels  in  the  preceding  months  of  the  year. 
June  layers  on  farms  averaged  289  million  birds.    Layer  numbers  the  rest  of  the 
year  will  likely  continue  to  exceed  corresponding  month  levels  of  I963.  Most 
of  the  pullets  entering  laying  flocks  the  second  half  will  come  from  the  365 
million  egg-type  chicks  hatched  in  January-June — slightly  more  than  in  those 
months  last  year.    A  decrease  in  death  loss  of  growing  birds  and  layers  has  en- 
abled producers  in  recent  years  to  maintain  the  size  r>f  the  Nation's  laying 
flock  with  fewer  replacement  chickens. 

As  in  past  years,  layer  numbers  have  dropped  seasonally  since  the  start 
of  the  year  and  probably  hit  a  low  in  July.    Flock  size  gradually  will  increase 
seasonally,  but  will  likely  exceed  last  year's  level,  as  noted  above. 

First  half  1964  egg  production  totaled  92  million  cases  compared  with  90 
million  in  January-June  19^3 .    In  June,  production  declined  to  15.0  million 
cases  from  May's  seasonal  peak  of  16.0  million,  but  was  still  up  2  percent  from 
a  year  earlier.    Most  of  the  first  half  production  increase  resulted  from  a  3 
percent  spurt  in  first  quarter  daily  rate  of  lay  over  a  year  earlier.    As  was 
expected,  the  rate  did  not  increase  markedly  in  the  second  quarter.    Eggs  per 
layer  nearly  always  press  against  the  biological  limit  in  the  spring  when 
natural  production  conditions  are  ideal.    Improvements  in  production  technology, 
which  seek  to  better  natural  conditions,  have  least  effect  during  this  period. 

Egg  production  through  September  will  continue  to  decline  but  remain  above 
the  corresponding  months  a  year  earlier.  By  the  end  of  the  year,  when  production 
is  rising  seasonally,  output  may  be  significantly  higher  than  a  year  before. 

First  half  I965  n^Y  find  the  size  of  the  laying  flock  exceeding  year- 
earlier  levels  by  even  wider  margins  than  is  expected  in  the  second  half  of  this 
year.    The  July-December  hatch  of  egg- type  chicks  is  expected  to  be  record  large 
and  may  exceed  the  year-earlier  level  of  151  million  by  10  percent  or  more.  Egg 
production  in  January-June  1965  may  exceed  output  in  the  first  6  months  this 
year  by  at  least  2  percent. 

This  June,  47  million  egg-type  chicks  were  hatched  compared  with  42  mil- 
lion in  June  1963.    On  July  1  there  were  10  percent  more  eggs  in  incubators  than 
a  year  before.    Eggs  in  incubators  were  up  in  all  regions  except  the  North 
Atlantic.    Increases  ranged  from  8  percent  in  the  South  Central  Region  to  20 
percent  in  the  South  Atlantic  Region. 

The  rise  in  hatchery  activity,  which  is  likely  to  continue,  results  from 
stepped-up  growth  in  large  egg  operations.    Although  egg  prices,  accompanying 
greater  egg  production,  are  expected  to  lag  behind  a  year  earlier  in  the  second 
half  of  1964,  they  will  probably  not  be  low  enough  to  discourage  the  expansion 
in  production  facilities. 
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Egg  Stocks  Essentially- 
Unchanged  From  Last  Year 

Egg  storage  is  now  a  much  less  significant  factor  in  the  supply  and 
demand  for  eggs  than  it  used  to  be.    The  annual  peak  in  stocks,  reached  around 
midyear,  is  now  less  than  half  as  great  as  it  was  a  decade  ago.  Nevertheless, 
the  demand  for  eggs  for  storage  still  helps  to  support  egg  prices  in  the  spring 
and  movement  of  eggs  from  storage  in  the  fall  and  winter  tends  to  dampen  the 
seasonal  price  rise. 

On  July  1,  cold  storage  holdings  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  were  near  their 
seasonal  peak  and  were  equivalent  to  2.9  million  cases,  the  same  as  a  year 
earlier.    Storage  eggs  will  probably  not  begin  to  contribute  much  to  consumption 
until  the  fourth  quarter.    In  the  last  3  years,  eggs  moving  from  storage  in  the 
fourth  quarter  were  equivalent  to  only  2  to  3  percent  of  consumption  compared 
with  5  percent  in  1958-60.    This  year  eggs  from  storage  again  will  probably 
make  up  only  about  2  to  3  percent  of  fourth  quarter  use. 

Large  Production  Likely  to  Dampen 
Seasonal  Rise  in  Egg  Prices 

The  3  percent  upsurge  in  daily  rate  of  egg  production  in  January-March 
above  the  1963  level  tripped  off  an  earlier  and  more  abrupt  seasonal  decline  in 
egg  prices  in  I96U  than  occurred  a  year  earlier.    However,  egg  output  dropped 
back  closer  to  a  year  earlier  beginning  in  April  and  the  price  decline  rapidly 
lost  momentum. 

The  U.  S.  mid-month  farm  egg  price  dropped  from  37.8  cents  per  dozen  in 
January  to  3*+.  9  cents  in  February — the  largest  fall  between  these  2  months  since 
1956.    The  February  price  was  3.1  cents  per  dozen  below  a  year  earlier.  From 
this  low  level,  prices  continued  to  decline  seasonally  but  more  slowly  than  in 
I963,  bottoming  out  in  May  at  29.9  cents  per  dozen — essentially  the  same  level 
as  a  year  earlier.    The  mid-June  price  averaged  30.5  cents  per  dozen  compared 
with  29.9  cents  in  June  1963.    In  the  third  week  of  July  price  quotations  in 
major  markets  were  up  from  mid-June  by  mostly  2-k  cents  per  dozen  except  on  the 
Pacific  Coast  where  prices  were  down  about  2  cents. 

Despite  this  recent  price  strength,  egg  prices  in  the  second  half  of  196k 
will  probably  rise  less  seasonally  and  be  lower  than  a  year  earlier  because  egg 
production  is  likely  to  move  further  above  the  1963  level  as  the  year  progresses. 
Farm  egg  prices  in  I963  peaked  in  September-December,  ranging  from  35.6  to  36. h 
cents  per  dozen. 

Regional  Shift  in  Egg 
Production  Continues 

January-June  I96U  data  reveal  a  continuing  rapid  shift  in  egg  production 
from  the  West  North  Central  and  East  North  Central  Regions  to  the  South  Atlantic 
and  South  Central  Regions.    This  shift  has  been  underway  for  the  past  5  years. 
First  half  egg  production  nationally  exceeded  year-earlier  output  by  only  2  per- 
cent; but  this  masked  much  wider  though  partly  offsetting  changes  by  regions. 
Compared  with  a  year  earlier,  production  was  down  by  k  percent  in  the  West  North 
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Central  Region  and  3  percent  in  the  East  North  Central;  it  was  up  by  11  percent 
in  the  South  Central,  7  percent  in  the  South  Atlantic,  3  percent  in  the  West 
and  1  percent  in  the  North  Atlantic. 

The  following  table  illustrates  the  shift  that  has  taken  place: 


Egg  production,  by  regions,  January- June ,  1959  and  1964 


January- June  1959 

January-June  196k 

Eggs  produced 

\               Eggs  produced 

Region 
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i    of  kQ  ; 
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1959  to 
196k 
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:  Bil. 

Pet. 

Bil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 
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-28 

1 

S.  C.  : 

•  k.Q 

Ik 

k 

6.2 

18 

27 
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West.  : 
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13 

5 

5.3 

16 

26 

3 

S.  A.  ; 

:  3.9 

12 

6 

5.3 

16 

36 

k 

E.  N.  C.  • 

•  6.1 

18 

2 

k.9 

15 

-19 

5 

N.  A.  ; 

5.5 

16 

3 

k.Q 

15 

-13 

6 

kQ  < 
States  . 

:  33.6 

100 

33.0 

100 

-2 

The  regional  relocation  of  egg  production  will  likely  slacken  off  during 
the  next  5  years.    For  one  thing,  egg  output  has  become  more  commercialized, 
with  larger  units  springing  up  in  all  regions.  Thus,  the  drop  in  egg  production 
in  the  Midwest  associated  with  the  rapid  decline  in  small  farm  flocks  may  have 
fairly  well  run  its  course.    Also,  egg  prices  in  rapidly  expanding  regions  are 
likely  to  decline  more  rapidly  than  in  other  regions  as  the  surplus  producing 
areas  are  forced  to  market  more  of  their  eggs  in  distant  markets.    Both  factors 
are  likely  to  dampen  to  some  extent  the  growth  rate  in  the  "new"  production 
areas. 

USDA  Purchases  Eggs 
and  Poultry 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  contracted  for  12.5  million  pounds  of 
dried  egg  at  a  commodity  cost  of  $13.2  million  between  March  26  and  July  22. 
Purchases  this  year  are  being  distributed  to  needy  families.    Contracted  quan- 
tities have  been  equivalent  to  about  2  percent  of  farm  egg  production.  Pur- 
chases are  financed  with  funds  provided  under  Section  32  of  P.L.  320.    In  a 
similar  surplus  removal  program  last  year,  between  April  26  and  July  3,  USDA 
purchased  Q.k  million  pounds  of  dried  egg  at  a  cost  of  $8.8  million.    Top  paying 
prices  per  pound  for  dried  egg  this  year  have  been  mostly  $1.05.     In  1963  they 
were  a  little  above  this  through  early  June  but  lower  thereafter. 
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The  Department  began  a  purchase  program  for  specially  packed  federally 
inspected  U.  S.  Grade  A  fresh  frozen,  cut-up  young  chickens  on  July  22 — 4  weeks 
earlier  than  in  I963.    The  chicken  will  he  distributed  to  schools  participating 
in  the  National  School  Lunch  Program.    The  initial  weekly  purchase  totaled 
2.9  million  pounds.    Paying  prices  ranged  between  29.52  and  31. 69  cents  per 
pound.    The  program  is  financed  with  funds  provided  under  Section  6  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act.    Purchases  are  to  help  participating  schools  meet 
the  protein  requirements  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Program.    About  1?  million 
children  will  be  taking  part  in  the  NSL  Program  in  the  1964-65  school  year. 

For  the  National  School  Lunch  Program,  USDA  bought  45  million  pounds  of 
young  chickens  in  1961,  60  million  pounds  in  1962  and  50  million  pounds  in  1963 • 
Amounts  in  1962  and  1963  were  contracted  for  in  each  of  the  last  5  calendar 
months.    Purchases  in  those  2  years  represented  about  1  percent  of  annual  broiler 
production  and  2  percent  of  current  production  during  the  period  in  which  the 
programs  operated. 

In  addition,  the  Department  announced  on  July  10  that  it  plans  to  buy 
about  675>000  pounds  of  canned  boned  chicken  for  the  National  School  Lunch 
Program  for  use  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  for  especially  needy 
schools  elsewhere.    Last  year  in  a  similar  program,  USDA  contracted  for 
525,000  pounds  of  canned  boned  chicken  at  a  product  cost  of  $335*000. 

On  July  21,  USDA  announced  plans  to  buy  young  turkeys  for  distribution 
to  schools  taking  part  in  the  National  School  Lunch  Program.    Buying  will  start 
in  early  August.    Funds  financing  purchases  will  be  provided  by  Sec.  6  of  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act.    USDA  contracted  for  44  million  pounds  of  turkey  in 
1963*  and  43  million  in  1962,  and  60  million  in  1961. 

Price  Prospects  for 
Broilers 

Broiler  prices  recovered  from  extremely  depressed  levels  around  mid  year 
and  in  the  third  quarter,  now  a  third  completed,  are  expected  to  continue  averag- 
ing over  those  of  a  year  earlier.    However,  improved  prices  this  quarter  may 
cause  some  price  difficulty  in  the  fourth  quarter  since  producers  are  likely  to 
respond  by  stepping  up  production.    Price  prospects  for  the  first  half  of 
1965  are  favorable. 

In  the  12  months  through  June  1964,  U.  S.  broiler  prices  were  near  record 
low,  averaging  14.0  cents  per  pound- -1.1  cents  below  a  year  earlier.  Lower 
broiler  prices  have  resulted  both  from  larger  broiler  production  and  from  greater 
competition  from  abundant  red  meat  supplies.    Federally  inspected  liveweight 
slaughter  of  young  chickens  was  greater  than  a  year  earlier  by  9  percent  in 
July-September  1963,  3  percent  in  October -Dec ember  1963,  9  percent  in  January- 
March  1964  and  5  percent  in  April- June  1964.    During  the  same  4  quarters, 
commercial  red  meat  production  exceeded  the  year-earlier  level  by  7  to  8  percent. 
U.  S.  broiler  prices  in  the  first  half  of  1965  are  expected  to  average  somewhat 
higher  than  a  year  earlier  because  the  Nation's  hatchery  supply  flock  is  being 
adjusted  downward. 
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In  April  and  May,  leading  breeders  of  broiler  stock  reported  placing 
5.2  million  pullet  chicks  for  broiler  hatchery  supply  flocks  compared  with 
7-6  million  in  April -May  1963 .    Cutbacks  in  these  2  months  were  the  first  year- 
to-year  declines  in  placements  of  pullet  chicks  for  supply  flocks  since  November 
1963.     These  reductions  promise  an  eventual  reduction  in  the  number  of  breeder 
hens  of  laying  age  in  the  Nation's  broiler  hatchery  supply  flock.    The  indicated 
flock  size  was  about  10  percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier  in  April;  in  October 
and  November  it  will  be  about  8  percent  smaller.    Earlier  reductions  in  indicated 
flock  size,  between  April  and  July,  stemmed  from  the  sale  of  a  much  larger 
number  of  birds  that  had  completed  their  normal  production  period  rather  than 
from  a  cutback  in  the  number  of  new  pullets  added.     (See  table  5.) 

The  prospective  declines  relative  to  a  year  earlier  in  the  number  of 
broiler  breeders  suggest  that  the  broiler  hatching  egg  supply  will  tend  to 
restrain  rather  than  encourage  growth  in  broiler  production  in  the  fall  and 
winter.    This  does  not  mean  that  late  fall  and  winter  broiler  production  will 
be  down  from  a  year  earlier,  but  simply  that  the  industry  will  have  less  in- 
centive than  during  the  summer  to  increase  broiler  production  above  the  I963 
level.    Expanding  broiler  output  with  fewer  breeders  means  setting  lighter  and 
less  desirable  eggs  and  keeping  flocks  laying  longer.    Both  of  these  actions 
increase  the  cost  of  producing  broiler  chicks  or  adversely  affect  the  quality 
of  broiler  chicks  and  therefore  increase  the  cost  of  producing  broilers. 

It  appears  that  broiler  prices  in  the  future  may  not  remain  much  above 
the  cost  of  production  for  more  than  3  or  k  consecutive  months.    This  is 
suggested  by  the  limited  price  variability  experienced  in  the  last  12  months. 
U.  S.  farm  prices  during  this  period  averaged  between  a  narrow  range  of  13 .2  to 
l4.5  cents  per  pound.    Though  the  12 -month  average  of  lh.0  cents  was  about  the 
same  as  the  record  low  average  of  calendar  year  1961,  monthly  average  prices  in 
1961  fluctuated  much  more  violently- -between  11.8  and  17-6  cents  per  pound.  The 
reduced  price  movement  reveals  a  more  prompt  production  response  to  changes  in 
current  and  expected  prices  and  more  intense  competition  in  the  industry. 

In  June,  pullet  chicks  placed  in  hatchery  supply  flocks  totaled  2.7  mil- 
lion, the  same  as  in  June  1963*    These  placements  will  not  reverse  the  cyclical 
reduction  in  hatching  egg  supplies  now  underway.    However,  if  placements  should 
exceed  the  19&3  level  over  the  next  3  or  h  months  by  a  wide  margin,  a  large 
supply  of  hatching  eggs  could  again  begin  to  generate  pressures  for  expanded 
production  after  mid-1965. 

July-September  broiler  production  is  likely  to  continue  at  about  the 
1963  level  because  of  the  reduced  hatch  of  broiler  chicks  over  the  past  3  months. 
About  the  same  number  of  chicks  were  hatched  in  May-July  as  in  this  period  last 
year.    In  addition,  reduced  red  meat  production  is  expected  to  offer  broilers 
much  less  competition  in  July-September  than  in  the  first  6  months  of  the  year. 
Consequently,  U.  S.  broiler  prices  in  the  present  quarter  are  likely  to  average 
higher  than  the  lk.2  cents  per  pound  in  July -Sept ember  1963.    In  June  the  U.  S. 
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"broiler  price  averaged  13. 7  cents  per  pound,  0.2  cent  higher  than  in  May  hut 
0.6  cent  lower  than  in  June  1963.    Price  quotations  for  "broilers  in  important 
Southeastern  producing  areas,  rose  from  12  cents  in  mid- June  to         cents  in 
early  July  and  then  fell  back  to  13^  cents  around  mid- July.     Quotations  have 
been  the  same  to  a  little  higher  than  on  the  same  dates  of  1963  since  the  3.ast 
week  in  June. 

In  the  fourth  quarter,  broiler  production  may  be  significantly  higher 
than  a  year  earlier.     The  risk  continues  that  higher  third  quarter  prices  will 
continue  to  stimulate  chick  hatchings  over  the  next  2  or  3  months  as  they  have 
done  in  recent  weeks.     This  would  lead  to  larger  fourth  quarter  broiler  pro- 
duction.    October-December  will  likely  open  with  higher  broiler  production  than 
in  the  like  19^3  quarter  because  egg  settings  for  broiler  chick  production  in 
22  States  in  the  3  weeks  ended  July  18  averaged  k  percent  above  the  correspond- 
ing 1963  weeks.     In  addition,  broiler  demand  may  slip  more  in  the  fourth  quarter 
of  1964  than  in  the  corresponding  quarter  1963>  relative  to  a  year  earlier. 
This  is  because  larger  supplies  of  beef  and  turkey  are  in  prospect  and  they  will 
more  than  offset  expected  smaller  supplies  of  pork.    Therefore,  U.  S.  farm 
broiler  prices  in  the  fourth  quarter  will  probably  be  below  the  13-9  cents 
average  in  October -December  19o3-     This  prediction  could  be  upset,  however,  if 
August -Sept ember  egg  settings  for  broiler  chicks  are  cut  and  held  below  the  1963 
level . 

USDA  Studies  Market  News  Reporting 
of  Broiler  and  Fryer  Prices 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  currently  considering  whether  it  should 
expand  reporting  of  ready-to-cook  broiler  and  fryer  prices  and  discontinue 
reporting  of  live  broiler  and  fryer  prices.     USDA's  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  has  received  many  comments  and  opinions  in  writing  and  in  meetings  with 
industry  groups  on  the  matter  and  is  now  analysing  and  classifying  this  infor- 
mation.   A  decision  on  the  matter  will  not  be  announced  until  all  evidence  is 
carefully  considered. 

This  study,  in  response  to  requests  from  users  of  USDA's  price  reports, 
was  formally  announced  to  the  trade  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  5>  196^+. 
In  the  notice  the  Department  invited  all  interested  persons  or  organizations 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  comments  or  opinions  on  the  proposed  change  not 
later  than  June  30,  196^.    More  specifically,  the  Department  asked  for  comments 
on  the  following  as  well  as  any  other  relevant  comments. 

1.  Should  the  Market  News  Service  discontinue  the  reporting  of 
all  prices  for  live  broilers  and  fryers? 

2.  Should  the  current  method  of  reporting  prices  for  live 
broilers  and  fryers  be  continued  and  modified  by  confining  cov- 
erage to  that  poultry  actually  changing  ownership  through  sales 
(i.e.,  excluding  intracompany  transfers,  book  sales,  or  other 
similar  transactions)? 

3-     If  live  prices  are  discontinued  and  replaced  by  ready-to- 
cook  prices,  what  period  of  time  is  required  for  the  two  series 
to  be  carried  concurrently  to  permit  necessary  changes  in 
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contractual  relationship  and  during  such  time,  should  the  re- 
porting of  such  live  prices  be  confined  to  those  actually 
changing  ownership  per  item  2  above? 

h.     Could  a  reliable  ready-to-cook  price  series  serve  the  same 
purposes  as  the  present  live  price  series  (such  as  grower 
returns  basis,  ready-to-cook  sales  basis,  hatching  egg  prices, 
etc. )? 

5.  Can  a  reliable  ready-to-cook  price  series  be  confined  to 
trucklot  (or  car lot)  sales? 

6.  Would  a  delivered  ready-to-cook  series  of  prices  at  time  of 
negotiation,  as  discussed  immediately  prior  to  these  questions 
(such  as  presently  being  reported  for  Boston,  New  York  and 
Philadelphia),  prove  to  be  most  meaningful  and  useful? 

7.  Would  an  "equivalent  f .o.b.  ready-to-cook  price"  (price 
series  mentioned  in  question  6  reduced  back  to  a  local  basis  by 
deduction  of  the  most  common  transportation  cost)  be  a  desirable 
refinement? 

8.  What  frequency  (specify  daily,  twice  a  week,  three  times  a 
week,  weekly,  etc.)  and  on  what  days  (if  less  than  daily)  should 
releases  be  made? 

USDA's  Market  News  Serive  at  present  reports  live  broiler  and  fryer 
prices  for  important  production  areas  and  also  delivered  prices  of  ready-to- 
cook  poultry  by  cities  of  the  United  States.    Further  refinements  naming  spe- 
cific terminal  markets  are  in  progress.     However,  some  problems  have  recently 
been  encountered  in  attempting  to  secure  live  prices.     The  difficulty  is 
related  to  changes  in  the  relationship  between  the  growing  and  processing  seg- 
ments of  the  broiler  industry.    Years  ago  these  2  segments  were  largely  inde- 
pendent and  prices  were  mostly  determined  at  the  farm  level  by  negotiations 
between  processors  and  independent  growers.    Today,  most  broilers  are  grown  by 
integrated  firms  that  produce  and  process  their  own  birds  or  by  growers  under 
contract  with  firms  that  market  ready-to-cook  birds. 

Frozen  Turkey  Stocks  Likely  to 
Rise  Faster  Than  in  1963"" 

Total  use  of  turkey — domestic  disappearance  and  exports — in  the  first 
half  of  the  year  comes  both  from  seasonally  small  current  production  and  from 
cold  storage  holdings.     Use  appears  to  have  run  about  20  million  pounds,  ready- 
to-cook  weight,  above  use  in  January-June  1963.    Much  of  this  increase  may  have 
been  used  in  processed  foods.    Federally  certified  slaughter,  was  up  about  k 
percent  from  a  year  earlier.     Some  129  million  pounds  of  turkey  moved  out  of 
storage  in  the  first  half  compared  with  115  million  pounds  in  the  first  half 
of  1963. 
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On  July  1  total  frozen  turkey  stocks  in  the  United  States  amounted  to 
88  million  pounds,  essentially  the  same  as  on  this  date  in  19^3.    This  was  un- 
doubtedly the  low  point  for  the  year.     Frozen  turkey  stocks  in  selected  storage 
centers  increased  3  million  pounds  between  July  6  and  July  20.     Projected  larger 
turkey  marketings,  based  on  expanded  poult  hatchings  earlier  this  year,  suggest 
that  cold  storage  holdings  in  the  next  2  months  will  buildup  much  more  rapidly 
than  in  1963.     (See  table  6.)    By  November  1,  when  they  will  be  seasonally  high, 
stocks  will  be  greater  than  the  36l  million  pounds  on  this  date  last  year  and 
probably  will  be  greater  than  the  record  large  holdings  of  382  million  pounds 
on  November  1,  I96I. 

In  summer  and  early  fall,  turkey  production  widely  outstrips  current 
requirements.    At  this  time,  buyers  are  influenced  by  3  fundamental  considera- 
tions in  arriving  at  offering  prices  to  growers.     These  are:     (l)  Probable  size 
of  the  turkey  crop,  which  by  this  time  has  already  been  fairly  well  established, 
(2)  probable  demand  for  turkey  during  Thanksgiving  and  Christmas , (3 )  presence  or 
absence  of  a  USDA  purchase  program.    Between  the  time  turkeys  are  purchased  and 
sold  to  the  ultimate  consumer,  there  is  an  interval  in  which  someone  must  own 
the  birds  and  thus  bear  carrying  charges  and  risk  the  chance  of  a  price  decline. 
Bargaining  between  turkey  producers  and  buyers  will  become  increasingly  active 
over  the  next  several  months.    By  September  sufficient  price  agreements  likely 
will  have  been  concluded  to  largely  set  the  industry  pattern  for  prices  to  pro- 
ducers for  the  rest  of  the  year,  the  main  marketing  period.     In  most  years,  farm 
turkey  prices  have  increased  between  September  and  December.     Such  an  upturn 
appears  likely' this  year.     Last  year  U.  S.  farm  prices  increased  from  22.0  cents 
in  September  to  23.0  cents  in  November  but  poorer- than-expected  holiday  demand 
arrested  the  usual  November-December  price  rise. 

Lower  Prices  in  Prospect 
for  1964  Turkey  Crop 

Turkey  growers  are  expected  to  raise  about  5  percent  more  birds  in  1^6h 
than  the  93.^  million  in  1963.     Poults  hatched  between  September  I963  and 
August  I96U  determine  the  size  of  this  year's  crop.     In  this  period,  a  year 
earlier,  102  million  poults  were  hatched.     In  the  first  10  months  of  this  period 
this  year,  through  June,  poult  hatchings  totaled  96  million,  up  from  91  million 
in  the  comparable  months  a  year  earlier.    And  on  July  1  some  2  percent  fewer 
eggs  were  in  incubators  for  poult  production  than  on  the  same  date  in  I963. 

The  poult  hatch  during  the  10  months  was  higher  in  all  regions  except 
New  England.    However,  most  of  the  increase  was  concentrated  in  3  regions:  The 
West  North  Central  where  the  hatch  was  up  1.7  million;  the  South  Atlantic,  up 
1.9  million;  and  the  South  Central,  up  0.6  million.     (See  table  8.) 

Turkey  production  in  196k,  however,  will  probably  be  up  2  to  3  percent 
more  by  weight  than  numbers  raised  because  growers  are  likely  to  carry  birds 
to  heavier  weights.     This  appears  likely  even  though  light  breeds  will  make  up 
a  little  larger  proportion  of  the  crop  this  year  than  last.    Advances  in  pro- 
duction efficiency  have  greatly  reduced  the  cost  of  adding  the  last  few  pounds 
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of  gain  and  the  rapidly  increasing  demand  for  large  turkeys  for  further  process- 
ing have  provided  the  incentive  for  raising  heavier  birds .    Average  liveweight 
per  bird  increased  from  17 •  3  pounds  in  1959-61  "to  17-7  pounds  in  1962  and  18. 0 
pounds  in  1963 •    Although  based  on  seasonally  small  slaughter,  the  average  live- 
weight  of  young  turkeys  killed  in  federally  inspected  plants  in  January-May  was 
20.6  pounds  compared  with  19.^+  pounds  in  the  same  months  of  1963. 

With  liveweight  turkey  production  in  196k  exceeding  the  volume  that  was 
produced  in  I963  by  as  much  as  8  percent,  prices  to  producers  in  the  main  mar- 
keting season,  September-December,  will  probably  average  below  the  22.6  cents 
per  pound  obtained  in  the  same  period  last  year.    Partly  off -setting  larger 
supplies,  however,  will  be  a  stronger  demand  for  turkey  both  for  further  pro- 
cessing and  for  holiday  consumption.    A  1^-  percent  larger  population  and  a  5i 
percent  greater  per  capita  disposable  personal  income  are  factors  in  the  stronger 
demand  picture.    Last  year's  holiday  demand  for  turkeys  was  adversely  affected 
by  the  assassination  of  President  Kennedy. 

Farm  turkey  prices  in  the  first  half  of  1964  averaged  21. h  cents  per 
pound,  down  ^  cent  from  January-June  1963*    In  mid-June,  the  price,  at  20.9 
cents,  compared  with  21-3  cents  in  May  and  21.7  cents  in  June  last  year.  Lower 
prices  during  this  period  of  seasonally  light  production  stem  from  larger  supplies 
of  turkey  and  from  more  plentiful  and  lower-priced  supplies  of  red  meat  and 
broilers.     In  the  second  half  of  the  year,  particularly  during  the  holidays, 
turkey  prices  are  not  so  greatly  influenced  by  competing  products.  However, 
prospects  are  that  red  meats  and  broilers  during  this  period  will  offer  turkeys 
somewhat  more  competition  than  a  year  earlier.    Quotations  for  live  turkeys  in 
major  production  areas  in  the  third  week  of  July  were  mostly  1  to  2  cents  lower 
than  in  mid -June. 


The  Poultry  and  Egg  Situation  is  published 
in  January,  March,  May,  July,  September  and 
November.     The  next  issue  is  scheduled  for 
release  on  September  25,  196^  • 
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Fall  and 

winter  pullet 

numbers  and 

derivation 

Pullets  on  hand 

Hatch  of 

October  1 

January  1 

following 

replace- 

: Chickens 

ment 

Total 

Total 

raised 

pullet 
chicks 

Laying 

Not  yet 

As  a  per- 

Not yet 

As  a 

2/ 

laying 

As 

centage  of 

raying 

laying 

As 

percentage 

reported 

replacement 
pullets 

reported 

of  pullets 
October  1 

hatched 

given  year 

Mt  111  OT)  d 

Millions 

Millions 

Percent 

Millions 

iviJ  I  1  L  UI I  0 

Millions 

Percent 

1950 

620 

l4l 

142 

283 

229 

29 

258 

91 

1951 

623 

143 

144 

288 

231 

30 

26l 

91 

1952 

561 

142 

117 

259 

215 

23 

238 

92 

1953 

548 

154 

112 

266 

231 

24 

255 

96 

1Q54 

540 

168 

104 

273 

233 

25 

257 

94 

1955 

459 

324 

148 

94 

242 

75 

212  i 

27 

239 

99 

1956 

kfl 

33U 

167 

92 

259 

78 

218 

32 

250 

97 

1957 

394 

259 

144 

84 

228 

88 

195 

32 

227 

100 

1958 

421 

298 

157 

97 

254 

85 

209 

37 

246 

97 

1959 

386 

270 

147 

c 

35 

231 

86 

193 

32 

225 

97 

I960  ' 

332 

240 

122 

85 

207 

86 

176 

34 

211 

101 

1961 

346 

263 

146 

79 

226 

86 

182 

38 

220 

97 

1962 

322 

251 

141 

76 

215 

86 

173 

4l 

214 

100 

1963 

318 

257 

138 

79 

217 

84 

172 

44 

216 

100 

196U  ■ 

319 

Fall  and  winter  hen  numbers  and  derivation 

Layers 

and  potential  layers 

Hens  on  hand 

on 

hand,  Januaxy  1 

October  1 

January  1,  following 

As  percentage  of 

As  percentage 

Hens 

:  Pullets 

:  Total 

As         .  hens  and  pullets 

As 

of 

hens 

reported 

January  1 

reported 

October  1, 

given  year 

given  year 

Millions 

Millions  Millions 

Millions 

Percent 

Millions 

Percent 

1950  : 

137 

287 

424 

I89 

45 

141 

75 

1951  : 

ihi 

258 

399 

179 

45 

136 

76 

1952  : 

136 

261 

397 

172 

43 

135 

78 

1953  : 

135 

238 

373 

156 

42 

116 

74 

1 QSU  • 

116 

255 

371 

154 

42 

111 

72 

1955  : 

111 

257 

369 

166 

45 

122 

73 

1956  : 

122 

239 

361 

151 

42 

120 

79 

1957  : 

120 

250 

370 

165 

45 

129 

78 

1958  : 

129 

227 

356 

152 

43 

121 

80 

1959  : 

121 

246 

367 

160 

44 

127 

79 

i960  : 

127 

225 

352 

169 

48 

133 

79 

1961  : 

133 

211 

344 

153 

45 

130 

85 

1962  • 

130 

220 

350 

161 

46 

134 

83 

1963  : 

13^ 

21k 

348 

161 

46 

135 

84 

1964  : 

135 

216 

351 

1/  Data  includes  Alaska  and  Hawaii  beginning  in  1961.  2/  One  half  of  replacement  chicks  hatch  series 
which  began  in  1955- 
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Table    4   USDA  purchases  of  dried  and  frozen  egg,  1958  to  date 


JULY  I96U 


Period  : 

Period 
in  which 
contracts 
were  let 

Purchases  l/  ' 
:    Case  : 

By 

. J,  ,    :  equiv-  : 
:    alent  : 

Top 
paying 
price  per 
pound  2/ 

\s  (Jo  L>  UJ. 

pu.rcti3.sGs 

11 

Receipients  of 
distribution 

1,000 

1,000 

J.,  www 

pounds 

cases 

Dollars 

dollars 

1QS8 

Oft     1 6_T)pr>  PS 

4,162 

385 

1  P"? 

s  nR7 

lid  UJLWllGl-L    QLUUUX    JjUIlwll    rl  W£,I  djll 

1959  y  ■■ 

Jan.    2-Sept.  4 

23,513 

1,901 

1.24 

22,881+ 

Needy  persons  and  other  eligible 

outlets 

i960  : 

Jan.  l4-Nov.  10 

19,014-8 

1,761+ 

1.1k 

20,700 

Needy  persons  and  other  eligible 

outlets 

1961  : 

Feb.    1-July  12 

22,508 

2,084 

1.37 

27,120 

Needy  persons 

1962  : 

Mar.    2-July  13 

13,011+ 

1,205 

1.11 

13,297 

School  lunches  and  institutional 

outlets 

1963  : 

Apr.  26~July  3 

8,397 

778 

1.06 

8,782 

School  lunches  and  institutions 

Purchases 

y 

Top 
paying 
price  per 
pound  2/ 

Cost  of  purchases 

By  weight  \ 

Case 

equivalent 

For  the 
period 

:  Cumulative 

For  the 
period 

:  Cumulative  : 

For  the 
period 

:  Cumulative 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

cases 

cases 

Dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

(a)  Purchases  of 

dried  whole  egg  for  school  lunches, 

institutions  and  nonprofit  children's  summer  camps 

1963 

April 

26 

1,674 

1,674 

155 

155 

1.06 

1,764 

1,764 

May 

1  • 

1,323 

2,997 

122 

278 

1.06 

1,400 

3,163 

8 

567 

3,564 

52 

330 

1.06 

600 

3,764 

16 

513 

4,077 

48 

378 

1.06 

544 

4,307 

23 

51+0 

4,617 

50 

428 

1.06 

572 

4,880 

31 

270 

4,887 

25 

452 

1.06 

286 

5,166 

June 

5 

972 

5,859 

90 

542 

1.05 

1,022 

6,187 

13 

702 

6,561 

65 

608 

1.05 

732 

6,920 

21 

675 

7,236 

62 

670 

1.03 

692 

7,612 

27 

675 

7,911 

62 

732 

1.02 

682 

8,294 

3\  ly 

3 

1+86 

8,397 

45 

778 

1.02 

488 

8,782 

(b)  Purchases  of  dried  whole 

egg  for  distribution  to  needy  families 

1964 

Mar. 

26 

304 

304 

28 

28 

1.08 

327 

Apr. 

1 

532 

837 

49 

77 

1.06 

563 

8 

1,217 
406 

2,053 
2,459 

190 

268 

1.06 

1,280 

15 

38 

305 

1.05 

426 

23 

963 

3,422 

89 

394 

1.05 

1,012 

29 

735 

4,157 

68 

462 

1.05 

772 

May 

6 

659 

4,816 

61 

523 

1.05 

693 

13 

:  887 

5,704 

82 

606 

1.05 

932 

20 

:  583 

6,287 

54 

660 

1.05 

612 

27 

1,014 

7,301 
8,264 

94 

753 

1.05 

1,064 

June 

3 

:  963 

89 

843 

1.05 

1,011 

10 

963 

9,227 

89 

932 

1.05 

1,011 
1,118 

17 

1,065 

10,292 

99 

1,030 

1.05 

24 

:  659 

10,951 

61 

1,091 

1.05 

692 

July 

1 

:  330 

11,281 

31 

1,122 

1.05 

346 

9 

:  532 

11,813 

49 

1,171 

1.05 

559 

15 

:  406 

12,219 

38 

1,209 

1.05 

426 

22 

:  330 

12,548 

31 

1,239 

1.05 

346 

327 
890 
2,169 
2,596 
3,608 
4,380 
5,073 

6,006 
6,618 
7,682 
8,693 
9,704 
10,822 
11,514 
11,860 
12,419 
12,845 
13.191 


1/  Purchases  have  been  made  with  Section  32~funds  provided  by  P.L.  320  directly  or  from  such  funds 
which  have  been  transferred  to  Section  6  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Act.    2/  Rounded  to  the  nearest 
cent.    3/  Commodity  cost  except  that  in  1959  cost  includes  conversion  of  4  million  pounds  of  frozen  egg 
purchased  for  later  drying.    4/  Includes  4  million  pounds  of  frozen  egg  purchased  for  later  drying. 
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Table  5. — Pullet  chicks  placed  domestically  for  "broiler 
hatchery  supply  flocks,  cumulation  relevant  to 
breeder  flock  of  given  month,  i960  to  date  1/ 


Month 

|  Reported 

:       i960  : 

1961  : 

1962 

1963  \ 

196k 

•  Millions 

Millions 

Mil ] i  ons 

Millions 

Mi  1  "1  i  on 

January 

:  20.2 

20.k 

22.5 

20.6 

21.6 

February 

1  19.8 

21.3 

22.7 

20.8 

22.3 

March 

19  5 

21  9 

22.3 

21.0 

22  7 

April 

:  18.0 

21.2 

20.5 

19.9 

21  9 

May  * 

:  16.0 

19.6 

18.0 

17.8 

19.4 

June  : 

:  lk.6 

18.0 

16.7 

17.0 

17.8 

July 

:  1^.2 

17.0 

16.1* 

17.3 

17.4 

August  : 

:      14. 6 

18.6 

17.4 

17.9 

18.6 

September 

:  16.1 

20.k 

18.5 

19.k 

19.2 

October  : 

:  18.2 

21.3 

18.9 

20.6 

19.0 

November  : 

:  19.5 

21.5 

I8.9 

20.7 

19.1 

December  : 

:  19.9 

21.9 

19.4 

20.5 

Percentage  of  preceding  year 

1961 

:  1962 

1963  ! 

196U 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

January  : 

101 

111 

91 

105 

February  : 

:  108 

107 

92 

107 

March  : 

112 

102 

9k 

108 

April  : 

:  118 

97 

97 

110 

May  : 

123 

92 

99 

109 

June  : 

:  123 

93 

102 

105 

July  : 

120 

96 

106 

101 

August  j 

:  127 

93 

103 

103 

September  : 

127 

90 

105 

99 

October  ; 

117 

89 

109 

92 

November  : 

111 

88 

109 

92 

December  : 

:  110 

88 

106 

1/  Totals  obtained  from  unrounded  data;  sum  of  domestic  placements  5-12 
months  previous. 


See  table  15  for  latest  data  reported  for  individual  months. 
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Table   6  . — Turkeys:    Monthly  hatchings,  by  breed  type,  advanced  to 
indicate  prospective  month  of  marketing,  1963  to  date 


Heavy  white  breed  hatchings 

Other  heavy  breed  hatchings 

c 

i  months 

previous  ] 

6  months 

previous 

Month  : 

By  months 

Cumulative 

By  months 

Cumulative 

1963 

•   1  Q^k 

1963  ;  196U 

m  xyop 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- Mil- 

Mil- 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion  lion 

lion 

January  : 

1.5 

1.1* 

1. 

5 

l.h 

3.1 

3-0 

1/2.7 

3. 

1  3.0 

1/2.7 

February  : 

J-  •  \J 

.6 

2. 

5 

1-9 

,k 

■3 

3. 

5  3.3 

March  : 

.9 

.7 

3. 

1+ 

2.6 

.1 

.2 

3.6  3.5 

April  : 

.9 

.9 

k. 

3 

3.5 

.1 

.3 

3. 

7  3.8 

May  : 

1.0 

1.3 

5. 

3 

k.8 

.2 

.h 

3 

9  k.2 

June  : 

1.5 

1.9 

6. 

8 

6.7 

.h 

.6 

h.3  k.7 

,Til")  v  ' 

2.6 

3.1 

9* 

9-7 

1.2 

1.3 

5. 

5  6.1 

August  : 

5.0 

6.6 

ih.h 

16.3 

k.5 

k.2 

10. 

0  10.3 

September  : 

5.9 

7.8 

20.3 

2k.l 

ll.o 

10.8 

21. 

0  21.1 

October  : 

6.k 

7.9 

26. 

7 

32.0 

13.6 

12.2 

3k.6  33.2 

November 

5.5 

6.9 

32.1 

38.8 

13.  U 

11.9 

hQ, 

0  1*5.2 

December 

3.0 

1/3.3 

35. 

1 

U2.1 

8.6 

8.1 

56.6  53.3 

Light  breed  hatchings 

All  turkeys :     Sum  of 

k  months  previous 

precedin 

g  columns  2/ 

By  months  ] 

Cumulative 

By  months 

Cumulative 

;  1963 

;  196U 

1963  : 

196U 

;  1963 

;  196k 

1963  : 

196^ 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

Mil- 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

lion 

January 

'>.  O.k 

0.5 

o.i* 

0.5 

5.1 

k 

9 

5.1 

February 

:  .h 

.5 

.8 

1.0 

1.7 

1.3 

6.8 

6.2 

March 

:  .3 

.5 

1.1 

l.h 

1.3 

1.3 

8.1 

7.5 

April 

:  .5 

.6 

1.6 

2.0 

1.5 

1 

8 

9.6 

9-3 

May 

:  .6 

.( 

2.2 

2.6 

1.8 

2.k 

11.  h 

11.6 

June 

:  .6 

.8 

2.8 

3.h 

2.6 

3 

2 

13.9 

1U.9 

July 

:  .8 

1.0 

3.6 

k.k 

k.6 

5. 

3 

18.5 

20.2 

August 

:  -9 

1.2 

k.5 

5.6 

10.3 

12 

0 

28.9 

32.2 

September 

:  1.6 

1.6 

6.1 

7.2 

18.5 

20.2 

1+7.  h 

52.  h 

October 

:  1.5 

1.6 

7.6 

8.8 

21.5 

21.6 

68.9 

7k.O 

November 

:  1.7 

1/1.5 

9.3  1/10.3 

20.5 

1/20.3 

89.U 

1/9^.3 

December 

:  1.1 

10.3 

12.7 

102.1 

1/  Assumes  year-to-year  change  in  July  hatch  is  proportionate  to  year-to-year  change 
in  eggs  in  incubators  on  July  1. 
2/  Obtained  from  unrounded  data. 
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Table    7 — Turkey  hatchery  operations,  United  States  and  important  reporting  States, 
by  months,  1963  to  date,  with  comparisons 


Month  : 

United  States 

Monthly  average  of  weekly  percentage 
changes  from  year  ago  for  important 
reporting  States  1/ 

Poults 

;  hatched  during  the  month 

Eggs  in  incubators 
first  day  of  month, 
percentage  change 
from  year  ago 

Reported  : 

Percentage 
from  year 

change 
ago 

Eggs  set  in 
preceding  month 

Poults 

hatched 

1963  ! 

1964  \ 

1963 

1964 

1963  '. 

1964 

1963  * 

1964 

1963 

'.  1964 

Thou . 

Thou  • 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet . 

Pet . 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Heavy  white 

breeds 

January  : 

1,511* 

1,859 

-25 

23 

-33 

20 

-4l 

4 

-27 

27 

February  : 

2,617 

3,054 

25 

17 

16 

11 

2 

16 

18 

27 

March  : 

4,952 

6,576 

21 

33 

11 

24 

5 

9 

22 

22 

April  : 

5,891 

7,805 

11 

32 

8 

23 

1 

8 

5 

19 

May  : 

6,369 

7,871 

-\  i 

24 

-1 

17 

-2 

11 

-4 

13 

June  : 

5,471 

6,858 

16 

25 

20 

24 

18 

19 

25 

20 

July  : 

2,981 

4 

8 

10 

4 

10 

0 

2/7 

August  : 

1,380 

-11 

-12 

-17 

2/11 

-21 

September  : 

553 

-43 

-37 

-39 

-45 

October  : 

659 

-25 

-33 

-33 

-34 

November  : 

924 

7 

4 

-9 

14 

December  : 

25 

21 

23 

22 

Other  heavy 

breeds 

January  : 

1,209 

1,339 

■3 

XI 

-9 

28 

-27 

27 

-11 

February  : 

4,  1+57 

4,201 

28 

-6 

22 

-10 

2 

-9 

10 

-5 

March  : 

11,007 

10,781 

11 

-2 

8 

-10 

1 

-6 

4 

2 

April  : 

13,648 

12,182 

-3 

-11 

-7 

-16 

/r 
-O 

-12 

-5 

-7 

13,362 

11,946 

-8 

-11 

-6 

-13 

-5 

-10 

—0 

-3 

June  : 

8,635 

8,117 

-4 

-6 

-3 

-9 

2 

-10 

J 

-2 

July  : 

3,005 

-4 

-2 

-9 

-3 

0 

Q 
-O 

2/1 

August 

297 

-16 

-7 

—4 

2/37 

-15 

September 

160 

45 

17 

232 

— 

October 

291 

n4 

47 



— - 

November 

1*22 

151 

125 

— 

December 

£c;o 

38 

43 

21 

-3 

Total  -  all  heavy  breeds 

January 

2,723 

3,198 

— X4 

A.  t 

25 

23 

-37 

15 

-21 

25 

February 

7,07!* 

7,255 

27 

3 

19 

-2 

2 

-1 

13 

5 

March 

15,959 

17,357 

13 

9 

9 

1 

3 

-1 

9 

9 

April 

19,539 

19,987 

0 

A  2 1 

-3 

-3 

-4 

-5 

-3 

1 

May 

19,731 

19,817 

-5 

0 

-5 

-3 

-4 

-3 

-6 

2 

June 

14, 106 

14,975 

3 

6 

5 

3 

7 

2 

10 

7 

July 

5,986 

-1 

3 

0 

0 

5 

—4 

2/4 

August 

1,677 

-12 

-11 

-14 

2/17 

-21 

September 

713 

-34 

-30 

-32 

-35 

October 

950 

-7 

-21 

-22 

-19 

November 

1,346 

30 

24 

16 

40 

December 

1,  004 

28 

27 

23 
O 

11 

Light  breeds 

January 

565 

627 

50 

■  11 

57 

3 

100 

-21 

71 

0 

February 

61*3 

789 

23 

23 

22 

10 

11 

13 

13 

17 

March 

:  787 

950 

6 

21 

-5 

9 

-15 

25 

-5 

-7 

April 

:  914 

1,196 

-1 

31 

-8 

19 

-13 

18 

-3 

27 

May 

.  1,590 

1,617 

6 

2 

-3 

1 

-3 

-1 

—2 

-2 

June 

.  1,513 

1,570 

-4 

4 

-9 

3 

-10 

8 

-10 

11 

July 

1,668 

11 

10 

-8 

11 

-9 

-3 

2/10 

August 

1,069 

1 

4 

I, 
4 

o/c 
2/9 

-1 

September 

:  539 

23 

-6 

O 

16 

October 

:  1*51 

25 

0 

11 

48 

November 

:  1*51 

53 

33 

4^ 

62 

December 

:  580 

17 

3 

1 

c 

Total  -  all 

breeds 

January 

:  3,288 

3,825 

-7 

16 

-17 

19 

-25 

6 

-12 

20 

February 

:  7,717 

8,044 

26 

4 

20 

-1 

3 

1 

■lo 

5 

March 

:  16,746 

18,307 

13 

9 

8 

1 

2 

0 

8 

8 

April 

:  20,1*53 

21,183 

0 

4 

-3 

-2 

-4 

-4 

-3 

3 

May 

:  21,321 

21,434 

-4 

1 

-4 

-3 

-4 

-3 

-6 

2 

June 

:  15,619 

16,545 

2 

6 

4 

4 

5 

2 

8 

7 

July 
August 

:  7,654 
:  2,746 

2 
-7 

4 
-6 

-2 

2 
-9 

2 

2/15 

-4 
-14 

2/5 

September 

:  1,252 

-17 

-24 

-23 

-23 

October 

:  1,401 

2 

-17 

-15 

-4 

November 

:  1,797 

35 

26 

23 

53 

December 

:  2,444 

25 

21 

17 

10 

1/  Number  of  States  varies  from  8  to  10  in  the  first  half  and  from  5  to  8  in  the  second  half.    The  10  States  currently  in  the  com- 
parison are  California,  Oregon,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Texas,  Virginia  and  South  Carolina.    2/  Based  on  first  two 
reported  weeks  of  July. 
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NOTICE 

It  you  no  longer  need  this  publication, 
check  here  /  / return  this  sheet, 
and  your  name  will  be  dropped  from 
the  mailing  list. 

If  your  address  should  be  changed, 
write  the  new  address  on  this  sheet 
and  return  the  whole  sheet  to: 
Division  of  Administrative  Services  (ML) 
Office  of  Management  Services 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Washington,  D.  C.  20250. 
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